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COMMENTS ON STATEMENT OF REASONS FOR ALLOWANCE 

AND 

STATEMENT REGARDING INTERVIEW 



Applicant's Statement Regarding Interview under 37 C.F.R. §1.1 33(b) 

In accordance with the requirements of 37 C.F.R. §1. 133(b), Applicant provides the 
following written statement: 

Applicant's undersigned attorney and Examiner Alexander Kalinowski participated in a 
telephone interview on November 27, 2006. The information provided by the Examiner on 
PTOL-413 is accurate as to the claims discussed and the substance of the interview. The 
Examiner was authorized to amend the claims to indicate that the individual authorizes 
electronic recovery from the deposit account by the service provider and the recovery is 
accomplished by the service provider. Applicant's attorney authorized the Examiner to cancel 
claim 20. 
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Applicant's Comments on the Examiner's Statement of Reasons for Allowance. 

The Examiner's statement at page 7, paragraph 4 of the Notice of Allowability is, in 
general, accurate. No prior art teaches obtaining authorization for a service provider to effect a 
recovery of an overpaid benefit from a deposit account and then the service provider effecting 
the recovery. 

It will be appreciated by one skilled in the art that the individual authorizes the service 
provider to make the recovery and then the service provider makes the recovery. It also will be 
appreciated by one skilled in the art that the claim language is directed to obtaining 
preauthorization for a recovery to be made by a service provider. One aspect of the claimed 
invention, as defined by the claims, is that the individual authorizes the service provider to make 
the recovery from the individual's deposit account and then the service provider performs the 
recovery. The method of obtaining preauthorization can be affected in any manner that results 
in the service provider having authorization to make the recovery. 

Also, the steps of the present invention may be performed in any order that gives the 
same result. The steps of the claims may be performed in any order or temporal relationship, 
as generally recognized under the law. 

Applicant respectfully points out that the Examiner inappropriately used the term 
"obtaining overpayment" at several places beginning at page 8 of the action. The method is 
directed to recovering overpayment, not obtaining overpayment. It is Applicant's belief that the 
Examiner was using "obtaining overpayment" interchangeably with recovering overpayment. 
However, if "obtaining overpayment" is construed to have a meaning other than recovering 
overpayment, Applicant points out that the claims should not be construed in view of the 
Examiner's misstatement or use of terms. The term "obtaining overpayment" does not appear 
in the claims or the specification. 
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Respectfully submitted, 

POLSTER, LIEDER, WOODRUFF, & LUCCHESI, L.C. 
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